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tnvasion statute (§ 53a-100aa (a) (1)); whether state failed to prove beyond
reasonable doubt that defendant entered victim’s apartment with intent to commit

crime; whether jury reasonably could have inferred from certain evidence defend-

ant’s intent to sexually assault victim, claim that trial court improperly allowed
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defendant; whether probative value of evidence of bag in defendant’s possession
outweighed any prejudice caused to defendant by its admission.
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order; subject matter jurisdiction; motion for presentence confinement credit;
claim that trial court abused its discretion in denying defendant’s motion for
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confinement credit.
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